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This is what happens when you really
have no vision for the future of the
country. It is all about power, all about
control.

Last month, the Harvard Kennedy
School Institute of Politics released a
poll showing that this distinction be-
tween agenda and vision actually mat-
ters to people. They found that 56 per-
cent of young Americans, ages 18 to 29,
disapprove of Joe Biden’s job perform-
ance. That is correct; 56 percent dis-
approve. And just last spring, 59—that
is right, 59—percent of young persons
were still in his corner.

Look at what is happening. Look at
that flip that is taking place.

The measure of success or failure for
this administration shouldn’t come
down to how many boxes they can
check off their wish list but how many
young Americans look at what they
are doing, and they say: I can’t support
this. This does not give me hope. This
does not look good for my future.

Indeed, 56 percent of young Ameri-
cans, ages 18 to 29, disapprove of the
Biden agenda.

Right now, this age group, they are
losing hope. That same Harvard poll
shows that their top concern isn’t the
environment; it isn’t abortion or Roe v.
Wade; it is the economy. And why
wouldn’t it be? The current inflation
rate is 8.5 percent. Last year, it was 2.6
percent.

How can anyone be expected to plan
for their future if they are struggling
to plan for next week’s grocery run?
They are paying a premium just to
live.

Meanwhile, the President is asking
them to sacrifice even more so he can
check some more boxes on his to-do
list that is all about this leftist agen-
da. It is not about the people; it is
about power; it is about control.

Young Americans—and I would say
all Americans, Tennesseans—deserve
better than this. They deserve leaders
who have a vision for the future of this
country, who have the God-given com-
mon sense to see it through.

Joe Biden and the Democrats have
been in power for more than a year.
The window for blame-shifting and ex-
cuses is closed. It is shut. It is time for
the President to abandon this self-de-
structive agenda and give the Amer-
ican people a fighting chance at re-
claiming their own vision for the fu-
ture.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE

CALENDAR

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, in a
moment, I am going to make a motion
by unanimous consent to call up, and
hopefully confirm, significant appoint-
ments in the Department of Defense.

We are in the midst of a war in Eu-
rope right now. It is hard to imagine
that, and yet it is the case. Every day
we see atrocities committed by Vladi-
mir Putin’s illegal invasion of Ukraine,
but every day we also see the concerted
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effort of the United States and NATO
allies and other nations to provide dra-
matic support for the Ukrainian de-
fense force and the Ukrainian people.

We honor the Ukrainians’ resolve and
heroism, and we feel proud of the role
that the United States and other na-
tions are playing in providing defense.
And I hope we will take additional de-
fense support up on the floor in the
days to come. However, this is not easy
work to do.

One of the positions that I am going
to be seeking a UC on is the DOD As-
sistant Secretary for Sustainment,
Christopher Lowman, who is a Vir-
ginian. He and his family live in Fred-
ericksburg.

Mr. Lowman is, according to the
committee, completely noncontrover-
sial and very much desired in this posi-
tion.

He was born in Germany, in a mili-
tary family, grew up in Virginia, went
to college in New Jersey. He was a U.S.
marine beginning in 1984, and then
after his Active Marine service, en-
tered the Army civil service as an
Army maintenance management intern
in 1989. And he has been with the Army
ever since.

His specialty is logistics. So this As-
sistant Secretary of Sustainment is
kind of the peak logistics officer in the
Pentagon.

He previously was the Acting Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Secretary of
the Army for Acquisition, Logistics,
and Technology. OK. That is a title
that is—you know, what does that ac-
tually mean? I will tell you what it
means. When the United States is try-
ing to get historic amounts of military
aid across a contested border from al-
lied countries into a war zone, we need
people who know logistics. It may not
be the sexiest part of the military mis-
sion, but it is part of the mission that
is absolutely critical, and it is part of
the mission where the U.S. military is
second to none in the world.

If you wonder why the Russian mili-
tary’s grand plans to topple Ukraine in
just a couple of days came to naught,
you first say it is Ukrainian heroism,
and you second say it is the support of
our allies, but, third, you have to point
out the Russian military has dem-
onstrated that they haven’t mastered
logistics. The inability to maintain
supply chains, the inability to do prop-
er maintenance of tanks and other ve-
hicles is one of the reasons that the
Russians have not been able to accom-
plish their aims. So what this war in
Europe is demonstrating is militaries
that have the capacity to do logistics
and provide supplies to people on the
front end of the fight are critical to
success.

Given the fact that the United States
is the key to pulling together the
international effort to provide support
to the Ukrainian defense force, and
given the fact that that mission de-
pends upon having the best logistics in
the world, why would we leave the
chief logistics official at the Pentagon
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position vacant in the middle of a war
when the United States is playing this
heroic role?

For that reason, Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following nominations en
bloc: Calendar Nos. 477, 599, 777, 779, 780,
781, 861, and 886; that the Senate vote
on the nominations en bloc without in-
tervening action or debate; that the
motions to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table; that any
statements related to the nominations
be printed in the RECORD; that the
President be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action and the Senate re-
sume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. HAWLEY. Madam President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

Mr. HAWLEY. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, I find my-
self here on the floor again as my
friend the Senator from Virginia,
whose sincerity and urgency on this
issue I don’t doubt for a second, tries
to move a whole slate of nominees to
which multiple Republican Senators
have objections. And let me give you a
sense of why.

One of the nominees that my friend
is attempting to move here, let’s be
clear, to do this without a vote—we
could be voting on these nominees. The
majority leader could schedule votes
on them any time, but he hasn’t done
that. He hasn’t done it in some of the
cases for months.

This is an act—this is a request to
suspend the regular order of the Senate
and to confirm these nominees without
a vote. Well, I, for one, am not going to
consent to confirming without a vote
people like Ravi Chaudhary. He is
being nominated for Assistant Sec-
retary of the Air Force.

Mr. Chaudhary, who appeared before
the Armed Services Committee, on
which I sit, as does my friend from Vir-
ginia—Mr. Chaudhary has proposed
using AI technology—artificial intel-
ligence—to track members of the mili-
tary, identify them as extremists, and
then have them expelled.

He said:

The key to disrupting them—

Meaning ‘‘extremists,”” his word, peo-
ple whose views he doesn’t agree with.

The key to disrupting them is uncovering
and understanding their initial behaviors,
elements that are contained in their elec-
tronic footprints.

What Mr. Chaudhary has proposed to
do is to use surveillance on members of
the U.S. military to determine whether
they might, in the future, commit acts
that he might disapprove of and then
to take action against these members
of the military.

In 2015, he wrote this: that the mili-
tary exhibits a ‘‘culture of xenophobic
cronyism.” And he went on to say that
there was a ‘‘xenophobic command cli-
mate” in the U.S. military today.

I said to Mr. Chaudhary, at the time
when we had our hearing, that I cannot
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believe that he would propose to use
surveillance on members of the U.S.
military to track their speech, to track
their activity online, to track their
movements online, all in an effort to
decide if they might, in the future,
commit acts that he disagrees with.

I submit to you, Madam President,
not only is that wrong; it is blatantly
unconstitutional—blatantly unconsti-
tutional—and it is frightening. What is
further frightening is that he would be
nominated for a leadership position in
the Department of Defense.

I call on the President of the United
States to withdraw this nomination
today, just as he should withdraw his
unconstitutional disinformation board
that he is attempting to force on the
American people as we speak. This is
the most radically anti-free-speech ad-
ministration in American history.
Their actions are an affront to the
basic constitutional values of this Na-
tion, including and especially the First
Amendment.

I am appalled—appalled—at what
this administration is doing—censoring
American citizens, surveilling them—
and now advocating it in the U.S. mili-
tary, to the men and women who put
their lives on the line?

So, no, I will not consent to have this
individual, who never should have been
nominated for this position, fast-
tracked to be confirmed without a
vote, without a single, solitary vote on
the floor of the U.S. Senate.

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. HAWLEY. I think you have the
floor, Senator; so, yes, I think

Mr. KAINE. Will the Senator yield
for a question?

It strikes me that the Senator’s ob-
jection is you do not want to have this
candidate—the bloc of them advanced
without a vote. If I can guarantee that
you get a vote on these nominations,
will you drop your objection?

Mr. HAWLEY. Can I respond to that?

Mr. KAINE. Yeah. I mean, I know
you will vote no. You have made it
plain. But if I can guarantee you would
get a vote, will you drop your objec-
tion?

Mr. HAWLEY. On all eight of them,
Senator?

Mr. KAINE. Yeah.

Mr. HAWLEY. To have a vote on the
floor?

Mr. KAINE. Yes.

Mr. HAWLEY. I would be happy to
take a vote on the floor on all eight
nominations.

Mr. KAINE. And that is what my
point is. We are not fast-tracking these
without a vote. This is a motion to
allow a vote en bloc on the floor. So
you will have an opportunity to vote
against Mr. Chaudhary or all of these.
This is not a motion to immediately
approve them without a vote. It is just
a motion to bring them up so that you
and others can vote on these nominees.
That is all I am seeking.

And so my request, basically, would
guarantee you a vote on all of these
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nominations if you drop your objec-
tion.

Mr. HAWLEY. Is this a recorded vote
on the floor, Senator?

Mr. KAINE. It would be a—yes. It
would be en bloc, but it is a recorded
vote, is my understanding.

And, again, Madam President, just to
clarify, my motion is only that the
Senate be allowed to vote on these
nominees: Alex Wagner for Assistant
Secretary of the Air Force; Ashish
Vazirani for Deputy Under Secretary of
Defense; Christopher Lowman, Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense; Lester Mar-
tinez-Lopez, Assistant Secretary of De-
fense; Agnes Schaefer, Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army; Franklin Parker,
Assistant Secretary of the Navy;
Musetta Tia Johnson, Judge of the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces;
and Ravi Chaudhary, Assistant Sec-
retary of the Air Force.

I understand my colleague will vote
no, but all I am moving is for the Sen-
ate to be able to have a vote on these
nominees.

Mr. HAWLEY. Senator, you want to
vote on all eight at one time; you don’t
want to vote on each one?

Mr. KAINE. My motion is to consider
them, yes, en bloc; but it would be a re-
corded vote, is my understanding.

Mr. HAWLEY. What I propose to do
here is—there are multiple Senators on
this side of the aisle besides myself
who have objections to different mul-
tiple of these. What I propose to do is
object to this now, but I think we can
work something out on this going for-
ward.

So I think—do I have the floor now?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia has the floor, and
there is a pending unanimous consent
request.

Mr. HAWLEY. OK. So I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. KAINE. 1 appreciate the objec-
tion being heard, and I would just say
to my colleague, I hope we could work
out a deal that would enable us to have
a floor vote where my colleague could
vote as he chooses on these nominees.
This was not an attempt to bypass a
vote; it was just an effort to have a
vote where everybody can be recorded
on the nominees. I hope we can work
that out.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

ISSUES FACING THE NATION

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, I
want to continue to talk about some of
the challenges the administration is
facing and the country is facing. Let
me talk for just a little bit about the
border, about the economy, and about
our ongoing concerns on COVID.

First of all, the border—we have had
a number of people come to the floor
and talk about the border, the prob-
lems at the border. Many of these prob-
lems were really self-inflicted on day 1.
The President, on the first day of his
Presidency—and I chaired the inau-
guration on January 20. Hours after
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that, the President decided to stop
building the wall.

I was never an advocate of needing a
wall everywhere along the southern
border, but we had a wall in lots of
places already. It was doing some good,
but it wasn’t doing as much good as it
needed to do. And just the idea that
we—with the material on the ground
and the old wall torn down—would de-
cide to stop building the wall, I think,
started these problems.

And if that wasn’t enough, then-
President Trump had made arrange-
ments, the State Department had made
arrangements—everybody involved—
with Mexico to have people who were
applying for asylum wait for their
court date in Mexico. It was my view
at the time that we should do anything
we could to help the Mexican Govern-
ment make that work because the al-
ternative was people would come into
the United States and not show up for
an asylum date later.

In Mexico, they have learned that
they weren’t going to qualify for asy-
lum because fewer than—9 out of 10
people, roughly, will not qualify. You
found that out before you got into the
United States and successfully had en-
tered our country, even though you
weren’t eligible to. If you were waiting
in Mexico and you found a lawyer to
talk to and maybe even a way to hear
your case in some way there, you
would find out that you weren’t going
to qualify for asylum 8% times or 9
times out of 10, and that is where you
should have found that out.

To come in the country and wait for
months to have a court date that you
may or may not show up for just sim-
ply has not worked, and everybody that
understands this system understands it
doesn’t work. And everybody that un-
derstands the obligation of a govern-
ment understands that a government
has some obligation to control its own
borders, and you don’t control your
own borders by having people come
into the country that aren’t legally eli-
gible to come into the country and
then just stay here. So that policy pro-
duced real chaos.

And then title 42, under the public
health law, was another thing that we
put in place, as we put all kinds of
other COVID-related protections in
place. And now we want to eliminate
title 42. The only place, apparently—if
you follow the CDC closely right now—
that we don’t need to up our game on
COVID protection is the border of the
United States.

None of these things makes sense. We
have too many people who have been
encouraged wrongly and told: You
come to the United States, you ask for
asylum, they let you into the United
States, and then you don’t show up for
your asylum hearing.

I am for legal immigration. I am for
solving the Dreamer problem. I am for
doing a lot of things that we need to do
to make our immigration laws work
properly.
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